The data for England and Wales come from the National Prison Survey 1991 (NPS) sponsored by the Home Office Research and Planning Unit. The results represented about 45,900 sentenced and unsentenced inmates in institutions throughout England and Wales, belonging to a single prison system. Because many issues included in the England and Wales survey match those in the U.S. surveys, detailed comparisons of the inmate populations are possible. The characteristics of inmates, their current offenses, sentence length, criminal history, and family background are examined.
In cross-national criminal justice research, precise categories are not always available for all types of information. In some cases, as noted, reported data were reclassified to allow for greater comparability between the two criminal justice systems.
Major findings include the following:
On average, U.S. inmates received longer sentences for comparable offenses than inmates in England and Wales.
Among the inmate population in each country, about 8 in 10 were sentenced prisoners; the rest included those awaiting trial and those convicted but not yet sentenced.
More than half the convicted inmates in each country had a record of adult custody before their current confinement.
Inmates in the United States were more than twice as likely as inmates in England and Wales to have spent their childhood living with only one parent.
Among convicted inmates in each country, about a third said that a family member, most frequently a sibling, had served time.
In both countries a majority of female inmates who had been living with their dependent children prior to incarceration reported that a grandparent or family member other than their current or former spouse (or partner in England and Wales) was caring for their children. By contrast, male inmates were more likely to report that the children were being cared for by their current or former spouse/partner.
More than 90% of the inmate populations in each country were male.
Inmates in England and Wales were younger on average than those in the United States.
Compared to inmates in England and Wales (70%), the U.S. inmates (55%) were less likely to be single and more likely to be divorced.
On average, inmate populations in each country were less educated than the general adult population.
The inmate population in each country had a larger proportion of minorities than its respective general adult population. The U.S. inmate population was 45% black; the U.S. adult population, 11% black. In England and Wales, blacks comprised 11% of the inmates and 2% of all adults.
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Profile of Inmates in the United
In the United States female inmates (35%) were more likely than male inmates (23%) to be held for drug offenses and less likely to be incarcerated for robbery and burglary (table 2). Among both males and females, 1 in 10 were held for murder. Blacks were more likely than whites to be held for robbery (16% to 8%) and drug offenses (27% to 21%).
In England and Wales, a larger percentage of black inmates, compared to white inmates, was held for drug offenses (21% to 6%) and robbery (20% to 13%). White inmates (19%) were more likely than black inmates (6%) to be convicted of or charged with burglary.
The England and Wales statistics for black inmates distinguish among national origin groups by offense. For example, among black inmates held for drug offenses were 12% of the Caribbean Islanders, 39% of the Africans, and 17% of the other black inmates. For robbery and aggravated burglary, the percentages were 26% of the Caribbean Islanders, 11% of the Africans, and 15% of the other blacks; for burglary, 6%, 2%, and 14%.
Among sentenced prisoners in England and Wales, men were more likely than women to be serving time for a robbery or burglary. By contrast, women (28%) were 3 times as likely as men (9%) 
Inmates in England and Wales and in the United States differ from their general population
In both countries inmates were more likely to be younger, minority members, single, and less educated than their counterparts in the general adult population. U.S. inmates were more likely to be divorced, minority members, and older, compared to inmates in England and Wales (table 8) .
Men formed the overwhelming majority of inmates in both systems
In the United States 93% of the inmates, and in England and Wales, 97%, were men  about twice the percentage of men in the general adult population (table 9) .
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Young offenders
The British Prison Service treats persons age 21 or older as adults, but inmates from age 17 to 20 serve sentences of youth custody in Young Offender Institutions, which were in the scope of the 1991 National Prison Survey.
Because States vary considerably in their response to young offenders, the resulting situation in the United States is not entirely comparable with the system in England and Wales. In some U.S. jurisdictions, some persons who are between ages 16 and 18 and in custody will be in adult prisons, and others will be in juvenile facilities. The former are represented in the Survey of Inmates in State Correctional Facilities or the Survey of Inmates in Local Jails.
Persons in juvenile facilities were not in the surveys analyzed here. In addition, some States have the youthful offender status that allows persons between ages 18 and 24 to be kept in separate facilities. These facilities, too, were excluded from the surveys of adult inmates. This variability in ages covered by the U.S. inmate surveys must be considered in international comparisons.
Relative to the survey in England and Wales, the U.S. surveys underestimate the number of persons age 17 to 20 in secure custody. However, the estimated level of that undercoverage is small and will not greatly affect most comparisons of the two adult inmate populations. The inmate surveys include about 81% of the confined young offender population that is, presumably, accurately represented in the England and Wales survey.
Compared to the respective adult populations in both countries, the inmate populations held a larger percentage of persons under age 25. In England and Wales those age 24 or under in the prison population (40%) were about 3 times their age group's representation in the general adult population (13%); in the United States the representation of younger persons in the incarcerated population was almost twice (26% to 14%) that in the general adult population.
When inmates under age 21 are excluded from the comparisons of prison populations, the populations are more similar, although the England and Wales inmates overall are still somewhat younger:
Racial or ethnic minorities were overrepresented in the incarcerated populations in both countries
In the United States, 51% of the inmates were white (including 14% white Hispanics and 37% white nonHispanics), and 45% were black (including 2% black Hispanics) (table  11) . In 1991 all minorities (blacks, Asians, Pacific Islanders, Native Americans, and Hispanics of any race) comprised 62% of the inmates, but 22% of the general adult population.
7 Non-Hispanic blacks were 43% of the inmates and 11% of all adults.
In England and Wales the inmate population was predominantly white (82%), with blacks representing 11% and Asians 4%. Blacks and Asians were about 5% of all adults in the general population and 15% of all inmates. Specifically, blacks represented about 2% of the adult general population and 11% of the inmate population.
Women and men in prison in the United States had similar racial distributions. In England and Wales males (11%) were less likely than females (21%) to be black.
Profile of Inmates in the United States and in England and Wales, 1991 11 Younger inmates in both countries were more likely than older inmates to be single. 14) . Sixteen percent of inmates said they had some college, compared to 43% of the general adult population.
In England and Wales, slightly more than 4 in 10 inmates and adult residents said they had left school before age 16. Nine percent of inmates had remained in school past age 16, compared to 21% of the adults in general.
14 Profile of Inmates in the United States and in England and Wales, 1991 Growing up in a one-parent family was more than twice as likely for
U.S. as for British inmates
Over two-thirds of inmates in England and Wales said they had spent most of their childhood living with both their parents (includes 5% who said parent and stepparent) (table 16 ). An additional 19% said they lived most of their childhood with one parent, and 4% identified other relatives such as grandparents.
10
The British inmates younger than 25 were generally more likely to have lived with only one parent during childhood than were older inmates. Eight percent reported having spent most of their childhood in an institution such as a children's home, borstal (youth reformatory), or young offenders' unit.
In England and Wales a larger percentage of white inmates (69%) than blacks (59%) said they had spent most of their childhood living with both parents. A large majority (86%) of Asians had lived with both parents.
Among U.S. inmates, 45% said they lived with both parents most of the time while growing up. Forty-one percent spent most of their time with one parent; 1% in an institution. About half of black inmates said they grew up in a one-parent household, compared to a third of white inmates.
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England and Wales
--Less than 0.5%.
Sources: The National Prison Survey 1991 and compiled U.S. surveys of State and Federal prison inmates and local jail inmates.
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United States: "When you were growing up, who did you live with most of the time?" England and Wales: "How did you spend most of the time as a child?" using codes from "As a child, up to the age of 16, who did you live with?" and "Up to age 16 did you spend any time in any kind of institution such as children's home, borstal, young offenders' unit (before being remanded for this offense)?"
Methodology
The data on U.S. inmates were obtained from the 
Sample design
The Home Office's NPS was administered to a randomly selected sample of adult prisoners in Prison Service facilities in January and February of 1991. The sample of all prisoners age 17 or older in all of the 125 England and Wales Prison Service establishments included about 4,432 eligible respondents. These were about 10% of the male prisoners and 20% of the female prisoners, because women were intentionally oversampled.
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Notes for the box on page 2:
Police in England and Wales recorded about 5.4 million crimes, the majority of which were property crimes. Crime is a notifiable offense, excluding those incidents causing less than £20 The response rate for the survey was 90%. Of inmates not responding, 50% refused to complete the interview, 10% were persons whom the interviewer was advised to avoid, and 40% had left the prison system before being interviewed. The interview lasted about 40 minutes. The data obtained were weighted to reflect the distributions in the population of about 45,900 inmates.
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The SISCF used a two-stage, stratified random sample of inmates in State correctional facilities. Two sampling frames were employed  one each for women and men. Within each frame correctional facilities were stratified by size and then chosen within each strata. In the second stage inmates were systematically selected within each of the institutions. This sample design yielded a sample of about 15,000 inmates in 275 institutions. Interviews were conducted with 13,986 inmates. The nonresponse was 6.3% of State inmates.
The sample of the Federal inmate population was selected from a universe of 81 male facilities with a total of 48,166 sentenced inmates and 14 female facilities with 4,015 sentenced inmates. The institutions were stratified by size and by whether they held men or women. The largest institutions were selected with certainty. The smaller institutions were grouped in size strata, and one institution was randomly selected from each stratum. Within the sample institutions inmates were selected systematically, starting with a random seed. Of the 5,520 male inmates selected 4,991 were interviewed. Of the 1,701 females selected, 1,581 participated in the survey.
The 1989 Survey of Inmates of Local Jails was based on a two-stage, stratified random sample of inmates in 3,312 jails containing 301,470 males and 27,053 females. In the first stage of selection, six strata were formed based on the number of inmates in the jail separately for males and females. All of the facilities in the largest size strata for men and women inmates were selected for the sample. Different sampling ratios were used to select institutions in the other four strata.
In the second stage of sampling, systemic samples of male and female inmates were chosen. These procedures resulted in a sample of 6,146 eligible inmates of whom 5,675 were interviewed. Of those not inteviewed, 471 refused, were in court, sick, or released before they could be interviewed. The resulting data were weighted to reflect the population of inmates in local jails on June 30, 1989. The weighting procedure included an adjustment for nonresponse in all three surveys.
The weighted estimates from the SISCF 1991, the SIFCF 1991, and the SILJ 1989 were combined to provide an estimate for the entire inmate population of the United States. State prison inmates comprised 59.5% of the total 1991 custody population, local jail inmates, 36.5%; and Federal prisoners, 4.5%. The interview content differed considerably between the two. The U.S. survey included much more information on the criminal activity of inmates, while the British survey emphasized conditions of confinement. The greatest potential source of noncomparability in these surveys lies in the question wording and ordering. The text of the questions used in the respective surveys is provided where necessary.
Accuracy of the estimates
The accuracy of the estimates presented in this report depends on two types of error: sampling and nonsampling. Sampling error is variation that may occur by chance because a sample rather than a complete enumeration of the population was used. Nonsampling error can be attributed to many factors, such as selective nonresponse, differences in question wording or the interpretation of questions by respondents, the behavior of the interviewer, recall difficulties, and data processing errors. It is difficult to determine the full extent of nonsampling errors in any data collection. These standard errors may also be used to test the statistical significance of the differences between two sample statistics by pooling the standard error of the two sample estimates. For example, the standard error of the difference in the percentage of inmates who have been incarcerated previously in the United States, compared to England and Wales, is 0.16% (or the square root of the weighted sum of the standard errors in each nation). The confidence interval around the difference is 1.96 times 0.16% (or 0.32%). Since the observed difference of 3.0% ( 57.0% in England minus 54.0% in the United States) is greater than 0.32%, this difference would be considered statistically significant.
Three types of comparisons are made in this report, and each requires a test for statistical significance. The first type involves differences between subgroups within a nation. For example, differences between the proportion of male as opposed to female inmates who have been incarcerated previously in the United States must be tested for statistical significance. If these differences do not exceed 1.96 times the standard error of the difference, then the difference may be because of sampling error.
The second type of comparison involves differences between the inmate populations in the United States and in England and Wales. For example, the difference between the percentage of inmates having been previously incarcerated in England and Wales and in the United States must be tested for statistical significance.
Finally, comparisons were made between the percentage of the general adult population in each nation with a certain characteristic. For example, the proportion of black residents in England and Wales would be compared to the proportion of black U.S. residents in the general adult population, and tests of statistical significance would be made. Each of these tests of statistical significance requires the pooling of standard errors as described in the preceding paragraph. The specific procedures used in this pooling are described in Appendix I.
Unless otherwise noted, all comparisons discussed in this report were significant at the 95% confidence level. Computing standard errors for point estimates
The standard errors for the percentages in the U.S. incarcerated population were computed by calculating the standard error for the SISCF, SIFCF, and the SILJ and taking a weighted average of the three estimates. Standard errors of proportions in the three inmate surveys are calculated with a general variance estimation formula.
For the SISCF that formula is  S(p) = Sqrt(bp(1-p)/x) x = total number in base of % p = % a = design effect parameter 1 b = design effect parameter 2 Table A1 presents values for the design effect parameters for the entire sample and relevant subgroups. The general variance estimation formulas for the SIFCF and the SILJ are the same as that employed in the SISCF. The design effect parameters for the Federal and local surveys differ, however, from those of the State survey. The parameters for the SIFCF and the SILJ are presented in tables A2 and A3. The estimates of standard errors obtained from these general variance formulas were combined by weighting each survey estimate by the proportion of the total incarcerated population covered by the survey and adding the two estimates of the standard errors.
The SISCF employed a simple random sample, and no general variance estimation formula was developed for the survey. Hence, the following formula was used to compute standard errors.
S(p) = Sqrt ((p*q)/n) p = proportion q = 1 minus the proportion n = the base of the proportion
The confidence intervals presented in table 10 were computed by multiplying the estimates of standard errors in each nation by 1.96.
Standard errors for the Current Population Survey in the United States were computed using the same general variance estimation formula that was used in the inmate surveys. The design effect parameters to be used in this formula are presented in table A3. Significance tests
Since most of the comparisons made in this report are between proportions or percentages across samples, the T statistic was used to test statistical significance. The T statistic for the difference in proportions from two independent samples is computed as follows:
P2-P1/Qp2-p1 P1 = proportion from first sample P2 = proportion from second sample Qp2-p1 = standard error of the difference p2-p1 = Sqrt((Q1/N1)+(Q2/N2))
For example, the proportion of inmates with a prior custodial sentence is 54% in the United States and 57% in England and Wales. The standard error for that proportion is 0.8% in the United States and 0.75% in England and Wales. The standard error of the difference in proportions is computed by dividing the standard error from each nation by the sample size in that country. The results are summed, and the square root of that sum is the standard error of the difference in proportions (.16%). The T statistic is obtained by subtracting the proportion from one sample from the proportion from the other and dividing by the standard error of that difference. If the value of the T statistic exceeds 1.96, then there is only a 5% chance that the difference between proportions from each sample is due to sampling error. Because the T statistic in this instance is 15.6, we can be confident that the observed difference is not due to sampling error.
As noted above, T tests were computed for three different types of comparisons  comparisons across groups of inmates within nations, comparisons of inmate populations across nations, and comparisons of the general populations across nations. The calculation of the T statistic differs slightly for each of these comparisons. When subgroups are compared within a particular correctional population, the proportions will differ, as will the standard errors for each subgroup and the sample size for each subgroup.
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